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ACADEMIC SENATE 

of 

CALIFORNIA POLYTECHNIC STATE UNIVERSITY 

San Luis Obispo, CA 

AS-788-14 

RESOLUTION ON THE ADOPTION OF CATEGORY II FEES 
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WHEREAS, The amount of tate funding allocated ro the CSU has not provided over recent 
decades is not providing currently, nor is expected to provide in the foreseeable 
future revenues sufficient to meet the needs of the CSU campuses (see 
Attachment A); and 
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WHEREAS, The various CSU campuses have fundamentally different missions with different 
associated costs; and 
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WHEREAS, Although variations in adopting Category II fees (so-called swdent success fees) 
are found across other CSU campuses, Cal Poly's process in adopting three such 
fees has always followed a best-practices model-consistent with Executive 
Order 1054-in which a fee advisory committee is established, students and 
faculty are consulted, a student referendum is held, and administrative 
accountability is promoted in the use of any approved fees; and 
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WHEREAS, Category II fees have been critical in permitting Cal Poly to pursue its Learn by 
Doing philosophy, to provide a strong return on investment for its students, and 
to maintain its commitment to excellence despite the ongoing loss of State 
general-fund revenues (see Attachment B); and 
21 WHEREAS, Cal Poly has proposed Category II fees only when general economic pressures 
22 
23 
have threatened student access to programs; and 
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WHEREAS, Category II fees at Cal Poly have gone to hiring faculty and staff in direct support 
of course availability; and 
27 
28 
29 
WHEREAS, lfCategory II fees were allowed to sunset, it would remove funding for faculty 
and staff hired during the period of fee implementation; and 
30 
31 
WHEREAS, State legislation has established a moratorium on new Category fI fees in the 
CSU, and the CSU Board of Trustees has formed a "Student Success Fee" 
32 
33 
34 
working group that will make recommendations to the Board of Trustees on 
future policy in this matter; and 
35 
36 
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WHEREAS, Prior to the current moratorium, CSU policy permitted, based on the President's 
recommendation and with the Chancellor's oversight, adoption of Category Il 
fees tailored to the needs of each campus; and 
38 WHEREAS, fndividual campuses are better informed about their unique needs and more 
3 9 quickly responsive to local circumstances that would prompt consideration of a 
40 
41 
new Category II fee than the Board of Trustees; and 
42 WHEREAS, There is no faculty member in the working group established by the Board of 
43 
44 
Trustees; therefore be it 
45 RESOLVED: That any policies adopted by the Board ofTrustees maintain local, campus 
46 control including student and faculty input in the consideration of any new 
4 7 
48 
Category II fees once the cu~rent moratorium ends on January I, 20 16; and be it 
further 
49 
50 RESOLVED: That the Board ofTrustees include faculty representation as it deliberates policies 
51 
52 
on the adoption of new Category n fees; and be it further 
53 RESOLVED: That this resolution be forwarded immediately to the Board of Trustees' Student 
54 Success Fee working group. 
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President M. Pedersen r { [ 
Subject: 	 Response to Academic Senate Resolution AS-788~14 
Resolution on the Adoption of Category II Fees 
This memo formally acknowledges receipt of the above-entitled Academic Senate resolution. 
